
, 



manufacturers to provide  suggestions 
for determining  the  price of their 
equipment. EPA proposes to give 
vehicle  manufacturers  a  one-year  lead 
time to prepare for aftermarket  sales of 
enhanced  equipment. 

EPA expects  that  dealerships  will 
provide  effective and timely 
reprogram?ling  services to independent 
technicians  who  elect not to purchase 
vehicie  manufacturer  enhanced 
dia’gnostic  equipment. 

manufacturers should have the option of 
providing  service. repair and diagnostic 
information  through  an ED1 or similar 
system. 
11. Issues 

EPA believes that given the issues 
discussed  above,  the  following  subject 
areas  are  likely to’be discussed  at the 
workshop: 
”Factors to be considered  in  using 

EPA also  proposes that vehicle 

NTIS as a  clearinghouse for service 
information. 

manufacturers should receive 
royalties from the NTlS (to ensure that 
the  cost of information  remains 
reasonable and, therefore,  availabIe 
but  to  avoid  unreasonable  interference 
with  manufacturers’  copyright 
protection). 

-The extent to which vehicle 

”Descriptions and definitions d terms. 
“Exactly what  information is 

proprietary  and  reasons  why such 
information should or should%ot be 
considered  proprietary, 

“Adoption of JZ008. 
“Providing deeply tagged  information 

to the aftermarket; 
”Availability of vehicle  manufacturers’ 

enhanced  diagnostic  equipment. 
“other issues  that EPA may identify. 
111. Format of Workshop 

informally. W A  will make  a 
presentation  highlighting the 
information  availability  provisions in 
the  September 1991 NPRM. AAer  EPA’s 
presentation,  attendees  will be 
encouraged to make  oral presentations 
and participate  in  a  discussion of issues 
in the  order that they are presented in 
this workshop  notice.  A  court  reporter 
will  be  present to make a  written 
transcript  of  the  proceedings. A copy of 
the  transcript and all documents 
received  at the workshop will be placed 
in the docket.  The  docket  in this .. 
proceeding shall be reopened for thirty 
days following the workshFp for 
comments  pertaining to issues 
discussed at the workshop. . .  

The  warkshop  will be conducted 
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Natiwl-Prlorltles Ust for-Uncontrolled 
Hatardous Waste Sites, Proposed Rule 
NQ. $5 

AGENCY: Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 
ACnW: P r o ~ ~ ~ e d  rule. 

SUMMARY: The Comprehensive 
Environmental  Response,, 
Compensation, and Liability  Act ofi980 
(‘‘CERUA” or “the Act”), as amended, 
requires  that the National Oil and. . 

HauVdous  Substances  Pollution 
Contingency  Plan (“NCP’’) include a list 
of national  priorities  among the known 
releases or threatened  releases of 
hazardous  substances,  pollutants,  or 
contaminants  throughout  the  United 
States. The National  Priorities List 
(“NPL”) constitutes this list. 

The Environmental  Pmtection Agency 
[‘‘EPA”)  proposes to add  new sites to 
the NPL. This 15th  proposed  revision to 
the NPL includes 7 sites in the General 
Superfund section and 10 in the Federal 
Facilities  section, The identification of a 
site for the NPL is intended  primarily to 
guide EPA in determining  which sites 
warrant  further  investigation to assess 
the nature and extent of public health 
and  environmental risks associated with 
the site and to aetermine what CER6X.A- 
financed  remedial  action(s1, if any, may 
be appropriate. This action does not 
affqct the 1,199 sites currently  listed on 
the NPL (1,076 in the General 
Superfund Section and 123 in the 
Federal Facilities Section). However, it“ 
does  increase the number of proposed 
sites to 71 (51.in  the  General  Superfund 
Section  and 20 in  the-Federal  Facilities 
Section).  Final and proposed sitesnow 
total 1,270. 
DATES: Comments  must be submitted on 
or before July 23,1993, for South 
Weymouth  Naval  Air  Station . ’ 

(Weymouth.  Massachusetts).  Materials 
Technology  Laboratory (U.S. Army, 
Watertown,  Massachusetts), and , 

Portsmouth  Naval  Shipyard Ivttery, 
Maine]. For the remaining sites in this 
proposal,  .comments  .must be submitted 
on or befm August 23,1993. 
ADMESSES: Mail original and th&e 
copies of comments  (no  facsimiles] ta .. 

Docket  Coordinator,  Headquartsrs; US, 

EPA CERCLA Docket Office; OS-245; 
Waterside  Mall; 401 M Street, SW.. 
Washington,.DC 20460;  202/260-3046. 
For additional Docket addresses and 
further details an their contents,  see 
Section I of the “SuppIementary . 
Information”  portion ofthis preamble. 
FOR FUMUER H(FOALuM1N 
Terry  Keidan, Hazardous Site 
Evaluation  Division, Office of 
Emergency and Remedial Response 
(OSS204G), U.S. Environmental 
Protection  Agency, 401 M Street, SW. 
Washington, X, 20460, or the 
Superfund  Hotline,  Phone (800) 424- 
9346 or (703)  920-9810 in the 
Washington, X, metropolitm area. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMAM: 
I. Introduction 
II..Purpose and Implementation of the NPL 
111. Contents-of This Roposed Rule 
IV. ReguIatory Impact Analysis 
V. Regulatory Flexibility Act Analysis 

I. Introduction 
Background 

In 1980, Congress  enacted the 
Comprehensive Endronmental 
Response,  Compensation, and Liability 
Act, 42 U.S.C.9601-9675 (‘‘CXRCLA’’ or 
“the Act”) in response  to the dangers of 
uncontrolled  hazardous  waste  sites. 
WCLA was  amended on October ~ 7 ,  
1986, by the Superfund  Amendments 
and Reauthorization Act (“SARA”). 
PublicLaw No. 99499.100 stat. 1613 
et seq. To implement CERC3.A. the 
Environmental  Protection Agency 
(,%PA‘‘ or “the Agency”)  promulgated 
the revised  National Oil and Hazardous 
Substances  Pollution  Contingwcy  Plan 
(“Na’’). 40 CFR part 300, on July 16, 
1982 (47 FR 31180). pursuant to 
CERCLA section 105 and Executive 
Order 12316 (46 FR 42237, August 20, 
1981). The NCP sets forth the  guidelines 
and  procedures  needed to respond 
under CERCtA to releases  and 
threatened  releases of hazardous . : 
substances, pohtants, or contaminants. 
EPA has revised the N B  on several . . 

occasions,  most  recently on h&rch 8, 

Section lOS{a)(S)(A) of CERCLA 
1990 (55 FR 8666). 

requires that the N B  include“criteria 
for  defermining  priorities  among 
releases or threatiined  releases 
throughout the United  States for the 
purpose of taking  remedial  action.” pis 
defined  in CERcLk section. lOl(24); 
remedial  action  tends to be long-term in 
nature and involves  response  actions 
that are consistent with-a permanent 
remed  for  a  release.. 

priorities for ossible  remedial actions- 
financed by Je.Tmst Fund established 
under C3IRCI.A [commonty  referred to ‘ 

Medanisms for  determining 





Federal Register f Vol. 

 as the  “Superfund”) and financed by 
other  persons are included in the NCP 
at 40 CFR 300.425(63 [!?iS.FR 8845, 
March 8,1990). Under 40 CFR 
300.425~cC)(l).  a site may be induded on 
the NPL if it scores suffit3ently  high on 
the H h r d  Ranking Sysfim (,‘HRS”), 
which is appendix A.of 40 CFR part 
300. On  December 14,1990 (55 F’R 
51532), EPA promulgated  revisions  to 
the HE-partly in r e s p o d  to CERCLA 
section 105(c), added  by8ARA. The 
revised HRS evaluates  four  pathways: 
Ground  water,  surface  water, soil 
exposure, and air. The HRS serves as a 
screening  device  to  evaluate the relative 
potential of uncontrolled  hazardous 
substances,  pollutants. and 
contaminants  to pose a  threat  to  human 
health  or  the  environment.  Those sites 

. that score 28.50 or  greater on the HRS 
are  eli  ‘ble for the NPL 
. Ungr a  second  mechanism for. 
adding sites to the NPL, eadrstate may 
designate  a  single site as its top priority, 
regardless of the HRS score. This 
mechanism,  provided by the N B  at 40 
CFR 300.425(C1(2), requires  that, to the 
extent  practicable,  the NPL include 
within  the 100 highest priorities,  one 
facility  designated by each  State 

,representing  the  greatest  danger  to 
public  health,  welfare, or the 
environment  among known facilities  in 
the  State. 

included  in  the N 8  at 40 CFR 
300.425{~1(3).  allows  certain sites to  be 
listed  whether  or  not  they scorn above . 
28.50, if all of the following  conditions 
are met: 

The Agency €or Toxic  Substances 
and Disease  Registry (ATSDR) of the 
US. Public  Health  Service has issued  a 
health advisory that recommends 
dissociation of individuals from the 
release. 

9 EPA determines that the release 
poses a significant  threat  to  public . 
health. 

EPA anticipates that it will  be  more 
cost-ektive to use its remedial 
authority  than to its remavd . 

authority to respond to the’release. 
Based on these  criteria, and pursuant 

to section  105(a)(8f(B) ofCERCLA,  as 
amended by S A M ,  EPA prdmulgates 
list of nation31 priorities Mong the 
known or threatened  releases of 
hazardous  substhm&  pollutants,.  or 
contaminants  throughout thrr  United 
States.  That list,,which is appendix B of 
40 CFR part300. is,&? Nattond . ’ 

Priorities  LiSt’(1‘NPV). CERCLA section 
105la)(8)(BI defih tfie Nm. as a,list of 
“releases”  and ‘BS a !ist ofthe hi* 
prioiity “faciB$es..” we digcussion 
below may  refer  ‘to’Zhe “reieases or 
thfeatened releases’‘ that are included 

The third mechanism for listing, 
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on the NPL interchangeably 
“ r e I e e s e s , ”  “facilities,” or “sites.” 
-CIA section 105(a)(8)[B) also . 
requires  that the NPL be revised.at  least 
annually. A site may undergo CERCLA- 
financed remedial actiononly after it is 
placed  on  the NPL, as p v i d e d  in the 
NCP at 40 CFR 300.425(b)i!). 

EPA promulgated an sfigmal NPL of 
406 sites on  -September 8,- 1983 (48 FR 
40658).  The NPL has been  expanded 
since then, most recently  on  October 14, 
1992 (57 FR47180). . ’ 

The NPL includes two sections, one-of 
sites W i g  evaluated and cleaned up by 
EPA (the  “General  Superfund  Section”), 
and one of sites  being  addressed by 
other  Federal  agencies [the “Federal I 

Facilities  Section”).  Under  Executive 
Order  12580 and CERCLA section 120, 
each  Federal  agency is responsible  for 
carrying  out most  response  actions  at 
facilities  under its own jurisdiction, 
custody, or control,  although EPA is 
res  onsible for preparing  an HRS score 
an%determining if the  facility is placed 
on the NPL EPA is not the lead  agency 
at  these  sites,  and its d e  at such sites 
is accordingly  Iess  extensive  than  at 
other sites..  The  Federal  Facilities 
Section  includes  those  facilities at 
which EPA is not  the  lead  agency. 
DeletiondGleanups ’ 

where no further response is 
appropriate  under  Superfund, as 
explained in the NCp at 40 C F R , .  

300.4251e) (55  FR4445, March 8, 1990). 
To date, ,the Agenc$bs deleted 50 sites 
from the General  Supert;m&@&ion  of 
the NPL, most recently thsW&dbun 
Chemical Ca. Commerce City, Colorado 
(58 PR 15287;  March.22,1993). 

EPA also has  develo@an NPL 
construction  .compIetian I& f‘%CL“) to’ 
simplify ‘its system of categorizing sites 
and to better  communicate the- 
successf+l  completion of cleanup 
activitieq 158 FR 12142. March 2,1993). 
Sites qlify for the CCL when: 

‘(1) Xny neqessary physical’ 
construction is complete,  whether  or  not 
final  cleanup levels or other 

iremients  have  been  achieved; 
2) EPA has  determined  that  .the 

response  action  should be limited  to 
measure?  that do not  involve 
constmction [e.g., institutional - 
controls): or 

‘&e NPL Inclusion of a site on the CCL 
h& no legal significance. 

In addition  to  the 50 sites that  have 
been  delqted From the NPL because. they 
have been cleaned up [the  Waste 
Resear& !and kclamation site was 
‘deleted bped on debrraf to adother 
program and is not  considered  cleaned 

* .  

EPA may delet8  sites €ram the NPL 

T 

I31 The: site qualifies for deletion from 
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upl, an additional 112 sites are eLo in 
the-NPL CCL, all but,  one hrn the 
General  Superfund  Section.  Thus. as of 
April  1992, the CCL consists of 161 
Sites. 

Cleanups at sites-on the NPL do not 
reflect the total picture of Superfund 
accomplishments. As of March 30,1993, 
FPA had  conducted 568 removal  actions 
at NPL sites, and 1.921 removal  actions 
at non-NPL sites.  Information  on 
removals is available from the 
Superfund  hotline. 

Pursuant  to  thti N B  at 40 CFR 
SOa.425(c), this document  proposes to 
add 17 sites  to the NPL. The  General 
Superfund.Section  includes  1,076  sites, 
and the Federal  Facilities  Section 
includes 123 sites, for a total of 1,199 
sites on the NF% Final and proposed 
sites now total  1,270.  These  numbers 
reflect EPA’s decision  to remove the 
Hevi-Duty  Electric Co., in  Goldsboro, 
North  Carolina.  and  the Court’s removal 
of the Tex-Tin Corp. site.  in  Texas  City, . 
Texas, from the NFL. 
Public Comment  Period 

The  documents  that form the basis for 
EPA’s evaluation  and  scoring of sites in 
this rule are contained  in  dockets 
located  both  at EPA Headquarters and, in 
the appropriate Regional offices. The 
dockets ire available €or viewing, by -- 

appointment  oniy,  after the appearance 
of this rule. The- hours of operation for 
tb Headquarters  docket  are from 9 am. 
to 4 p.m.-,  Monday through Friday 
excluding  Federal  holidays, Please 
contact individual Regional dockets for 
hours.  Note  that the Headquarters 
docket,  although it willbe moving 
during the comment  period, will remain 
open  for  viewing of sites included in 
this rule, 
Docket Coordinator, Headquartem. U.S..BPA 

Docket office, OS-245. 
- Waterside Mall, 4M M S&t, SW., 

Wasllh@on, Dc 20460,2021260-3046, 
EHen Culhane, Region 1, US. EPA Waste 

Management Records Center, HES-CAN 
6, j.F. Kennedy Federal Building, Boston, 
MA 02203-2211,6171573-5729. 

Ben Conetta, Region 2.26 F e d d  Pi-. 7th 
Floor, lhom 740, NeyYork. M 10278, 
212126.44696. 

Diane McCreary. Region 3. U.S. EPA Library, 
3rd Fluor, 841 Chestnut Building. 9th a 
Chestnut Streets. Phiiadekphia. PA 
19107~215I597-79W. . 1 

Beverly Fulwood. Region 4, U.S. P A  
.Ubmy,-Room G6.345’Codland Street. 
N H ,  kthta.GA 30365,404/3474216. 

Cathy Freeman. Rt&on 5, U.S RPA. R& 
. center, Waste Mntqement,Division 7-J. 

Metcalfe Fi&d BuiIding, 77 West 
Jackson ffoutevard, Chicago, I& 60604, 
3121686-6214. 
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p&t experience, EPA believes  a ' Benefits ! I , :.. Further, no identifiable p u p s  aie 
.. :reasonable  .estimate is that it will share m e  red bnefir with affeged as a  whole. As a  Eonsequence, 
., itart-up costs for up to 10 years at 25% 

of sites. Using this estimate,  State 08iM sites on the N ~ L  are increased health predict. A site's  proposed  inclusion  on 
costs would be kpproximately $25 . and e n v ~ n m e n ~ l  & a the NPLxodd4ncrew thelikelihood of 
million. As with the EPA share of costs, of in- awareness of adverrce impacts on responsible parties 
portions of the State share will .b borne  potenad h-ds. 1i.1 additioh tathe (in the form o€deanup.costs),-but at this 
by responsible parties. Placing  a site on the NPL does not potential for federally-finmced_- time EPAcaunotidentify the potentially 
itself muse firms responsible  for the site could p~vately-finance~; number bf small business& that might 
to bear costs.  Nonetheless,  a iisting may voluntary efforts, bposing also be affected. ' ' 
induce firms to clean up the sites sites as national  priority targets alsd ; 'The Agency dses expect that placing 
V O ~ ~ ~ l Y -  Or it mY act as a  Potential may  give states in@ support for the sites-in t h i ~  proposed QIX t h e .  
tri€%Pr for  subsequent  enforcement Or funding onses at &culm  sites. NPL could  significantly  affect certain 
~ - m Q V W  actions. such actions W Y  As a resui of the arfditional CF3tU.A industries, or firms within  industries, 
impose Costs OP firms, but the decisions remedies,  there  will be lower human thathave caused a prOportionately high 
to take Such  ttctions are d i m t i o w  exposure tahigh-risk chemicals, and percentage of waste sita problems.. and made  on a cassrby-case  basis. higherqudity surface watcir, ground - However, EPA does not  expect the 
Con-uentlY. these  cannOt.be water, soil, and air. These benefits are listing of these sites to have  a  significant 

&&eve that every  Site will be Cleanea  difficult  to  estimate before the WFS is number of small businesses. 
UP bY a  responsible PeY- EPA cannot completed at these  sites. 
project  at this time  .which firms or 
industry sectors will  bear  specific 
poEtions  of the response costs, but the " The  Regulatory FleSbilityAct of 1980 at its &-ion on a s.teby-site basis, 
Agency considers: the volume and requirks P A  to review the impacts of PA considers many factors  fie^ 
nature of the waste at the  sites; the . this action  on small entities. or certify  determining bnfoFcement 
strength of the evidence  linking the . that the action will not have  a 
wastes at the site to the parties; the significant  impact 0n.a substantial 
parties'  a,bility to pay; and other  factors  number  of  smal1,entities. By small . ability to pay; 
when  deciding  whether and how to entities, fhe Act refers to small 
pmmed'againsi the  parties.  businesses,  small  government  The  impacts (from cost recovery) on 

Econdmy-wide  effects of this jurisdictions, and nanprofit small  governments aiad nonprofit ~ 

aggregations of.effeds on firms and %ila this rule prOposes to revise the similar ~ b Y * ~ , ~ s i s .  
State and local  governments.  Although NB, it i s  not a-typical regulatory For the foregoinghsons, I hereby 

' . . efktiepuldbe felt  by some individual change sinceit does not automatically certify that this proposed rub would  not 
firms md States, the total impact of this impose costs. As stated above, have  a  significant  economic  impact .on 

proposa~ to place,dditio&, impacts on any goup are  hard to 

adons, expansion of the E E ~ L . .  . affected busin6isseS or estimate the 

cleanup 

recisely  estimated. EPA does  not expeded to be significant,  although economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
. .  

In any case. economic  impacts would 

cost-recovery  actions,  which EPA takes 
v;~~egulatory Flexibility A& ~na ly~ is  occur only  through  enforcement  and 

including  not  only the firm's 
contribution to the problem,  but also its 

' prop@  aniendment to the N B  are o anizations.  organizations  would be determind- on  a 

#@-\, 
( p r o p 4  on outpttt. priuis, and pro wing sites to the NPL does ~ o t  in a substantial number of small  entities. 
\d employment is expected  to be negligible itse P f require,auy action by any  party,  Therefore, this pr~posed regulation,does 

at  the  National  level, as was. the case in nor ddes it determine the. liability of any not  require  a  regulatory  flexibility 
the 1982 W' party for the cost of cleanup at the site. analysis. 

Ms ............. -: ...... chemfax, ire. "........ _I......... .................................... ~ ........... 
OH ..I.."..'........ ... North sanitery Landffll " ....".. .. .... ......................... i ..................... 
OR ..................... Md=omtidc 8 W, Creosotlng Co. (Portrolnd plant) .................. Portland ;...... ............. ...... ....... ..................... 
PA ........ ...-......... UGI GohrmMa Ges P M t  ..".. ................................................... C~~JWW .,........... :..............................~.....- 
Tx - .................... ,+Oa (Point Comfort)/Levece Bay ."..."........".* ..................I point Gomfort ............................................. 
WI .......... : ..-.....- Ripon city Landlia ".! ....." Y ..........."I......",........... .................. ,Eond Du Lac county ..._..........*....._._....". ~- 

Gultport ..............f..L..................L.......-....... 
Oayton .................-....................... .._.... ........ 

WA .......A- ....... Vancarver Water Stetkn 11 contamlnetion ................... ~ ............. Vancower ...: ......I...._..l..._..L.....-.....l..._ 

~ofsItegPropagedtoGeneralsuperfundsection:7 
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state *name city/ccontv NPLGr l 

AK Fort Richerdson (Us A m y )  ......................................................... ~nchacage ................................................. 4A ................. :.-. Redstme Arsmal (us AfmymAsA) ......... .. ......................... Hrntsville ... *...-....*..--...........I.. . .-.............. 46 MA ..:-. ................ Naval weepom lndusbw Resem plant ..I ............... .. .".....". pmlfixd ..................................................... . # S  = 

MA .--..----.-..-... Soum Wsvmouth Flirval Ak staliori ........ _...".. - ........... ....i".... We- ................................. .. ............. . 4 / 5  
MA ........ _.. ......... ... ............ ; ........... ..." Watertown : ................. .. ............... .. ..._...._ 5 

...................... 

..... 
I -  Mat- TecbWo@y Lskwatory (US Amy) 
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Publie W&er Supply Supervision 
Program; Progmm Revision for the 
a t e o f  Idaho , ', 

AGENCY: Environmental protectiqn 
Agency. 
ACTION: Notice. 

~ ~ ~~ ~~~ ~ ~ 

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that- 
the State of Idaho is revising its 
approved State pUb€ic  Water  Suppily 
Supervision Primacy Program. Idaho 
has adopted drinking water regulations 
for public notification, total coliforms, 
the treatment of surface water, lead and 
copper, and certain volatile organic 
chemicals, synthetic organic ch,emicals 
and inorganic chemicals. EPA has 
determined that these State program 
revisions are no less stringent than  the 
coriesponding federal regulations. 
Therefore, EPA has tentatively deijded 
to approve these State program 
revisions. 

All interested parties may request a 
public hearing.  A request for a public 
hearing must be submitted July 23, 
1993, to the Regional Administrator at 
the EPA address shown below. 
Frivolous or insubstantial q u e s t s  for  a 
hearing may be denied by the Regional 
Administrator. However, if a substantial 
request for a public hearing is made by 
July 23,1993. A public hearing will be 
held. If nq timely and appropriate 
request for  a hearing is received and  the 
Regional Administrator does not elect to 
hold a: he&ring on his own motion, this 
determination shall become effective . 
July 23, 1493. 

.Any'request for'a public hearing shall 
include  the follciwing: 

(X)  The name, address, and telephone 
number of the  individual, organization, 
or other entity requesting a hearing; 

(2) A brief statement of the requesting 
person's ifiterest in  the Regional 
Administratar's determination and of 
information that the requesting person 
intends to gubmit at such hearing; and 

(3) The signature of the  individual 
making the request; or, if the request is 
made on  behalf of an organization or 
other entity, the signature of a 
responsible official of the organization 
or other entity. 
ADDRESSES: ,All documents relating to 
this determination &e available for 
inspection between the  hours of 8 a.m. 
and 4:30 p.m.,  Monday through Friday, 
at the following  offices: Idaho 
Department. of Health & Welfare. 
Division of Enviih-hental Quality, 1410 
North Hilton S b t ,  BoiF,.ldaho 83706; 
and Environmental Profection  Agency, 
Region 10 Gibwy, 1200 Sixth Avenue, 
Seattle, Wash1ngtbn 98101. 
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Acting Regional Adrninhimtor. 
[m Doc. 93-14815 Filed 6-22-93; 845  am] 
B w I R i c a D E ~  Notfce of Proposed AdmWste'atlve 

Settlement 

[OPPTS-O0141; FFlL 463161 AGENCY: U.S. Environmental . .. Protection 

Biotechnology Science Advisory 

Pesticides; Open Meeting administrative " settlement; q u e s t  for 

Agency (U.S. EPAJ. 

mmmlttw; Subcommittee Plant ACTION: Revised notice of proposed 
- 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
public comment. 

Agency  (EPA). ~ 

A m N :  Notice of open meeting. 

SUMMARY: There will be a l-day meeting 
of the Biotechnology Science Advisory' 
Committee's [BSAC) Subcommittee on 
plant pesticides, including transgenic 
plant pesticides. The meeting wili be 
open to  the public. 
DATES: The meeting will be held on 
Tuesda July 13,1993, starting at 9 a.m. 
and enzng  ai 5 p.m. 
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at 
the:  Crystal  Gateway Marriott, 1700 
Jefferson Davis Highway,  Arlington, VA. 
FOR FURTHER INFORYATlON CONTACT: 
Creavery- Lloyd;,  Committee 
Management Specialist, Biotechnology 
Science Advisory Committee (TS-788), 
Office of Prevention, Pesticides and 
Toxic Substances, Rm. E627,401 M St., 
SW., Washington, DC 20460, Telephone: 
(202) 2 ~ 9 0 0 .  
S~PPLWENTARY wotwnok: This 
notice is in accordance with the Federal 
AdvisoryCommittee Act which requires 
that timely notice of each meeting of a 
Federal Advisory 9mmittee be 
published in  the Federal Register. This 
notice announces such a  meeting. 
Attendancg by the public will be limited 
to available space. 

The Subcommittee will review a set of 
scientific issues'being considered by the 
Agency in determining whether a 
pesticidal, substance produced in a plant 
is exempt from the requirement of a 
fod'tolerance S i t  is an Inherent plant 
pesticide derived from a known food 
source and 'mhts certain other criteria. 
The Subconubittee will a'lso be asked to 
comment on the feasibility of using in 
vitro digestibility studiesl.as t o x i ~ t y  
assays. Conies bf the issves to be 
addredmat the meeting:can be 
obtained by, contacting Qeavery L€oyd 
at the phonie number listed above. 

SUMMARY: In accordance with the 
requirements of e o n  122(il(l) of the 
Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation. and Liability 
Act, as amended (GERCLA), notice is 
hereby given of a proposed 
administrative cost recovery settlement 

.concerning the Sunbelt Site in Dallas, 
Texas, and Houston, Texas. The 
proposed' settlement was entered into 
under the authority granted the U.S. 
EPA in section lZZ(h) of 9U.A and 
requires thirty-three '(33) Respondents to 
pay  $81,408.50 in past costs to the 
Hazardous Substances Superfund. The 
money will be used to reimburse the 
U.S. EPA for costs incurred iq 
connection with  the U.S. =A's removal 
actions at .the Sunbelt site. 

published previously in the Federal 
Register on May 5,1993 (58 ER 26783); 
however, the May 5, i993 sotiqe 
incorrectly Iisted only thirtyone (31) of 
the Respondents to  the administrative 
settlemen!, The two additional 
Respondents are Hampstead Associates, 
hc. and Oak Creek Partnqm, Ltd, 
DATES: Commexits o n W s  proposed 
settlement;\m&t be reieived on or before 
July 25: 1'9'93. 
ADDRESSES: A 'copy of the proposed ~ 

sett1etnent:Cs available at the  follodng 
address fo$ review: U.?. Environmental 
Protection [Agency,  Region'G, 1445 Ross 
Avenue, Ddllas, Texas;I752102. 

Comhaqts on the, propoied settlement 
should ,be alddressed  to: Mr. Geert A d s ,  
Cost  Rfkovery  Section'(GC-EC), U.S. 
Environmental h.ot&tion  Agency, 
Region 16,1$45 Rot& Avenue,  Dallas, 
Texas, 75202. ' '', 

FOR FUFmrER INFORMATION CONTAcf: 
Geert Aerts at (2141 6554733. 

Notice of this settlement was 

' ,  I 




